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REMARKS 

This paper is responsive to any paper(s) indicated above, and is responsive in 
any other manner indicated below. 

CONCURRENT REQUEST FOR CONTINUED EXAMINATION (RCE) 

Submitted concurrently herewith is a Request for Continued Examination 
(RCE) transmittal. In the event that the RCE transmittal is not filed herewith, then 
this paper should be taken as a request for the filing of an RCE. 

STATEMENT OF SUBSTANCE / NON-FINAL RCE FIRST OFFICE ACTION 

The 14 May 2010 telephonic examiner interview (by and between Examiner 
Tuan C. To and the Undersigned) is respectfully noted. In such interview, it was 
agreed between the Examiner and the Undersigned that the presently-submitted 
claim amendments would overcome the rejection(s) of record. Further, it was 
indicated by the Examiner that such amendments to Applicant's independent 
claim(s) would require further search and consideration and thus an RCE would be 
required, i.e., the Examiner recommended an RCE. Accordingly, in view of the 
interview and RCE filing, it is respectfully submitted that it would not be proper to 
make any next action final. The Examiner is thanked for such interview, and for 
allowing Applicant to avoid the procedural/administrative delays associated with an 
after-final amendment and advisory action process. 
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PENDING CLAIMS 

Claims 1 and 19-24 were pending, under consideration and subjected to 
examination in the Office Action. Appropriate claims have been amended, canceled 
and/or added (without prejudice or disclaimer) in order to adjust a clarity and/or focus 
of Applicant's claimed invention. That is, such changes are unrelated to any prior art 
or scope adjustment and are simply refocused claims in which Applicant is present 
interested. At entry of this paper, Claims 1 and 19-24 will be pending for further 
consideration and examination in the application. 



ALLOWED CLAIM(S) 

Claims 1,19 and 22-23 have been allowed in the application, as indicated 
within the "Allowable Subject Matter" section on page 5 of the Office Action. 
Applicant and the undersigned respectfully thank the Examiner for such indication of 
allowable subject matter. 

REJECTION UNDER 35 USC '103 

The 35 USC '103 rejection of claims 20, 21 and 24 as being unpatentable 
over Mochizuki (US 20010037305 A1) is respectfully traversed. All descriptions of 
Applicant's disclosed and claimed invention, and all descriptions and rebuttal 
arguments regarding the applied prior art, as previously submitted by Applicant in 
any form, are repeated and incorporated hereat by reference. Further, regarding any 
descriptions and rebuttal arguments concerning Applicant's invention and/or the 
applied prior art as included herein, yet found to be corrective over prior descriptions 
and rebuttal arguments, such corrective descriptions and rebuttal arguments should 
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be considered to supersede prior descriptions and rebuttal arguments. Still further, 
all Office Action statements regarding the prior art rejections are respectfully 
traversed. As additional arguments, Applicant respectfully submits the following. 

Regarding a substance of the 103 rejection, Applicant's disclosed and claimed 
invention as set forth in claim 20 (for example) relates to a technique to collect traffic 
information such as a drive history of a vehicle at a centralized location (e.g., an 
"information center"). In order to encourage drivers to voluntarily supply their drive 
history back to such centralized location, a charge imposed on a driver for services 
(e.g., downloading of updated map information) from the centralized location is 
determined (i.e., adjusted) in accordance with the recording ratio of said drive history 
information. As one (non-limiting) example, if there were ten (10) differing types of 
possible data (e.g., road link ID, day/time, etc.) which a driver can agree to supply, 
and a specific user only agreed to supply only half of such types of data, then such 
user may be give only half a maximum discount which is possible (e.g., 20% out of a 
maximum 40% discount). The more data the user agrees to be supplied back to the 
centralized location, the greater his/her discount. In order to indicate a degree of 
driver cooperation in supplying data, Applicant's invention calculates and records 
a "recording ratio" . 

In terms of distinguishing features/limitations, claim 20 (taken as an example) 
recites, " A navigation device which is mountable on a moving object and used in a 
system which includes a navigation device having a recording medium which stores 
map data, an information center device which records map data , and a terminal 
machine which receives said map data by connecting to said information center 
device and updates the map data of the recording medium of said navigation device 
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by using received map data, the navigation device comprising ; a drive 
information collecting unit collecting drive information for a plurality of 
historical drive events of said moving object, where plural predetermined 
types of data are collected for each event of the plurality of historical drive 
events , a sorting unit sorting which of the plural predetermined types of data 
of the information having been collected by said drive information collecting 
unit is authorized by a user of the navigation device, to be recorded in said 
recording medium , a history information recording unit recording the drive 
information having been sorted to be recorded by said sorting unit as drive 
history information in said recording medium , a recording ratio calculating 
unit mathematically using both the drive information having been collected by 
said drive information collecting unit and the drive information having been 
recorded by said history information recording unit, to calculate a recording 
ratio , and a recording ratio recording unit recording said recording ratio in said 
recording medium ." 

Turning to rebuttal of the applied reference, Mochizuki relates to 
arrangements where a server (e.g., at a centralized location) performs calculation of 
an optimum route to a destination, and then transmits appropriate map data 
corresponding to the optimum route to a mobile apparatus (e.g., navigation device). 
Further, the server calculates an appropriate amount of charge corresponding to the 
map data transmitted, and bills such appropriate amount of charge to the mobile 
apparatus. 
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At minimum, Mochizuki is deficient in that Mochizuki's arrangement does 
not have any disclosure of a user selecting which of a plurality of differing 
types of data collected (e.g., at the mobile apparatus) should provided to a 
centralized location (e.g., Mochizuki's server) , and further, Mochizuki's 
arrangement does not have any disclosure of mathematically calculating a 
"recording ratio" as set forth in Applicant's claims . Accordingly, it is respectfully 
submitted that claim 20 would not have been obvious from the Mochizuki reference. 

Claim 21 is similar to claim 20, but defines the "recording ratio" paragraph 
somewhat differently, i.e., "a recording ratio calculating unit mathematically using 
both: a number of all the plural predetermined types of the drive history information 
collected as a predetermined recording target; and a number of non-pre-selected 
types of the drive history information which are excluded as not subject to 
recording according to user's directive , to calculate a recording ratio useable for 
discounting a charge imposed on a user". 

Again, Mochizuki is deficient in that Mochizuki's arrangement does not have 
any disclosure of a user selecting which of a plurality of differing types of data 
collected (e.g., at the mobile apparatus) should provided to a centralized 
location (e.g.. Mochizuki's server) so as to result in types of data which are 
excluded , and further, Mochizuki's arrangement does not have any disclosure of 
mathematically calculating a "recording ratio" as set forth in Applicant's 
claims . Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that claim 21 would not have been 
obvious from the Mochizuki reference. 
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Finally, regarding claim 24, such claim is directed to a differing aspect of 
keeping track of data which has already been sent to the centralized location. That 
is, claim 24 recites, " A navigation device which is mountable on a moving object 
and used in a system which includes a navigation device having a recording medium 
which stores map data, an information center device which records map data , 
and a terminal machine which receives said map data by connecting to said 
information center device and updates the map data of the recording medium of said 
navigation device by using received map data, the navigation device comprising ; 
a history information recording unit recording drive history information of said 
moving object in said recording medium , a sending unit connecting to said 
information center device and sending said drive history information to the 
information center device , and a recording unit recording in said recording 
medium, sent-identification information which distinguishes between the drive 
history information having already been sent to said information center device 
and the drive history information having not been sent thereto vet ." 

Mochizuki is again deficient in that Mochizuki's arrangement does not have 
any disclosure of any arrangement recording "sent-identification" information 
which distinguishes between drive history information having already been 
sent to a centralized location, as set forth in Applicant's claims . Accordingly, it 
is respectfully submitted that claim 24 would not have been obvious from the 
Mochizuki reference. 
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As a result of all of the foregoing, it is respectfully submitted that the applied 
art (taken alone and in the Office Action combinations) would not support a '103 
obviousness-type rejection of Applicant's claims. Accordingly, reconsideration and 
withdrawal of such '103 rejection, and express written allowance of all of the '103 
rejected claims, are respectfully requested. 

EXAMINER INVITED TO TELEPHONE 

The Examiner is herein invited to telephone the undersigned attorneys at the 
local Washington, D.C. area telephone number of 703/312-6600 for discussing any 
Examiner's Amendments or other suggested actions for accelerating prosecution 
and moving the present application to allowance. 

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS 

It is respectfully submitted that any and all claim amendments and/or 
cancellations submitted within this paper and throughout prosecution of the present 
application are without prejudice or disclaimer. That is, any above statements, or 
any present amendment or cancellation of claims (all made without prejudice or 
disclaimer), should not be taken as an indication or admission that any 
objection/rejection was valid, or as a disclaimer of any scope or subject matter. 
Applicant respectfully reserves all rights to file subsequent related application(s) 
(including reissue applications) directed to any/all previously claimed 
limitations/features which have been subsequently amended or cancelled, or to 
any/all limitations/features not yet claimed, i.e., Applicant continues (indefinitely) to 
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maintain no intention or desire to dedicate or surrender any limitations/features of 
subject matter of the present application to the public. 

CONCLUSION 

This Amendment is being submitted concurrently with the filing of a Request 
for Continued Examination (RCE) and does not present any changes which would 
require further search, consideration or fees. Entry and approval of the minor 
corrections made herein are respectfully requested. 

To the extent necessary, Applicant petitions for an extension of time under 37 
CFR '1 .1 36. Authorization is herein given to charge any shortage in the fees, 
including extension of time fees and excess claim fees, to Deposit Account No. 01- 
2135 (Case No. 566.46566X00) and please credit any excess fees to such deposit 
account. 

Based upon all of the foregoing, allowance of all presently-pending claims is 
respectfully requested. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ANTONELLI, TERRY, STOUT & KRAUS, LLP 

/Paul J. Skwierawski/ 
Paul J. Skwierawski 
Registration No. 32,173 

PJS/ 

(703)312-6600 



